
March 18. 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919M StreetN.W.• Room 222
Washington, IX: 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DocKETFILE CO
PYORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-~S, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA chapter at Dr. W.J. Crecl Elcmcntaly
School in Melbourne, Florida. to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV scn:cn docs not provide: sufficient con1cnt information so that parents can make
dc:cisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their childnm. Major surveys rclc:asc:d
this fall which demonstrate ovc:rwhc:lming parent pmcrc:ncc for a rating system that gives parents
information about the: content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
WorldRBport. and Media Studies Cc:nterlRDpcr. Pararts do not want the: TV industry to intapret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices thcmsc:lvcs based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content dc:scriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the: Tclc:communieations Act of 1996. I do not believc this system docs so and ask
that thc FCC not approvc the industry rating system. Instead. we request the: following:

• That under no circumstanccs should the FCC approve the: industry's rating system. Further. the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V(for violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for languagc)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receivc more
than one rating system~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen.
and appear more frequently during the course: ofa program~

• That the rating board be independent oftile industry and the FCC and that it include parcnts~

and

• That any rating system approved by tile FCC be evaluated by independent resc:aR:h to
determine ifit meets the needs oftile parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sinccrely, _ \\.. __ _

~U~
Melbourne, Florida



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Conunission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That Wlder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V -chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system:

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently dwing the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to conunent on an issue so important to children and
families.



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 111
Washington, D.C.105S4

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKErFILE
COpy ORIGINAL

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Transit Middle School PTSA to voice our opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on tbe screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system bas met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe t)!lis system does 50 apd Plsk that
the FCC Dot approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the programs such as V
( for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

* That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more then
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* Tbat the rating board be independent of the industry and tbe FCC and that it include parents; and

it That any rating system approved by tbe FCC be evaluated by independent i"eseatch to dtterm:ne if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that fails to include content infonnation about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for languag«;); .

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, n
[9 (L L,\~
chica:~



.----
DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

March 1997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Meadow Wood Elementary PTA in
Houston, Texas to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.



April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners.
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W." Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

On behalf of the National PTA and the Local Orchard Elementary PTA we are writing to
tell you of our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. We feel the rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information. We as parents would
like to make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for our children. We
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for our children. A rating system
without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless to us.

We do not believe this system meets statutory requirements of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996. We ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. We are
requesting the following:
• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue important to our family.

Sincerely,

D~~~~~
David and Susan DeGering
Orem, Utah



M8rcll1997 OOCKErFILE
COPYORIGlNAL.

Chaimaan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissionen c/o Fedenl Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
WubiIwton, OC 20554

DearChaimtan Hundt and CommiIaio.nem:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-)4

I am WIitina onbehalfofb: NeticlmI PTA end the Fremont HiP School PTA (Plain City, Utah) to voice
OlD" oppoeition tob: v-obip retiIw syatIm • presentedby lICk V...... Chair oCthe TV Ratina
ImpIemeIdIdiun Group, on-..ry 17, 1997. 1be I'IIIq symbol on the TV scnen does notprovide
sufIicient content inbmation 10 thatJ*eIdI C8ft mab dDciDons aboutwhit is lppIOpIiate TV
pIOJrIIDIIliIlI for their chiIdmn. MAdar surveys re1eIsed1bia &II wbiICh demonsb:ate overwbe1minapsrent
pre&nnce tor a rating system that gives....iPformItion about the 00ftf8lt ofJll'Oll'llll8 were conducted
by the National PTA, U.S. NIIW _ 1YorIIlRJJport, and Media Studies ConIedRoper. P8rentI do not want
the TV induItIy to inteqDt what is belt tor1beir cbiIcken. IWentI want to mab thole choices 1bemselves
based onCOIdalt infbnnation about the pl'OIl'IIIl. Any Dting system without content descriptions on the
screen IDd publicized in periocIicaJs that caDY TV scbeduIing is useless.

The FCC, by Jaw, is IeqUired to determine wbether the industry'a rating system baa met ICItutol'y
requi!enaentl oCthe Telecommunications Act of1996. We do notbeIive this system does 10 and ask that
the FCC not approve the induItIy mbng system. Instead. we request the following:

'1bIt under no cimJmstances should the FCC approve the industry'a rating system. Futber, dle
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infomudion about propms
such as V for violence, S for sexual depiction and nudity, and L for JanguIge.

1'bat the FCC IeqUiIe • V-chip bind broad enoush that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system.

That tile rating icon on the TV scnen be made 1aIger, more prominently pIaoed on the smeen. and
appear more ftequently during dle coune ofa IJI'08I'BIIl

That tile rating bo8rd be independent oCtile indus1ry 8I1d dle FCC and that it include parents.

That any rating system approved by dle FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
itmeets the needs ofparents.

n.nt you for this opportunity to oomment on III issue 10 important to childmt and 1imiIies.

TeriOJsen
Secretary, PHS PTA
Plain City. Utah



~

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washingtol\ DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

) am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this faU which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indumy's- nttiBgsyBtem has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independel!t of the jndust~ and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.



April 2, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97·55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has
met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe that
this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information abaout programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more thanone rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and their
families.

cc: Ms. Lorraine Wolf, PTA President
Stemmers Run Middle School
Baltimore, Maryland 21221

Sincerely yours,

in~..~~:~ .

~ P. J::{f:
Gabriele R. K~g
Baltimore, MD 21220 .



~
April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing as a member of the South Pines Elementary PTSA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Grou~ on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory regulrements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I ao
not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during t~e course of a
program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating sxstem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to aetermine lf it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and famil ies.

JIi;~/
. Sue Andre

Spokane, WA



~ 3//9?7
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

HE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the kJ (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient COntent information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system: that gives parents information about
the content of programs w~re conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to inte~pret what is best for theirchil-

"""" dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on conte~t information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law; is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumsta,nces should the 'FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the c~urse of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.



MARCH 24, 1997

CHAIRMAN REED HUNDT AND FCC COMMISSIONERS
C/O FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M STREET N.W., ROOM 222
WASHINGTON, DC 20554

DEAR CHAIRMAN HUNDT AND COMMISSIONERS:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

WE ARE WRITING ON BEHALF OF THE NATIONAL PTA AND THE CALLAHAN SCHOOL PTA
TO VOICE OUR OPPOSITION TO THE V-CHIP SYSTEM AS PRESENTED BY JACK VALENTI,
CHAIR OF THE TV RATING IMPLEMENTATION GROUP, ON JANUARY 17, 1997. THE
RATING SYMBOL ON THE TV SCREEN DOES NOT PROVIDE SUFFICIENT CONTENT
INFORMATION SO THAT PARENTS CAN MAKE DECISIONS ABOUT WHAT IS APPROPRIATE
TV PROGRAMMING FOR THEIR CHILDREN. MAJOR SURVEYS RELEASED THIS FALL WHICH
DEMONSTRATE OVERWHELMING PARENT PREFERENCE FOR A RATING SYSTEM THAT GIVES
PARENTS INFORMATION ABOUT THE CONTENT OF PROGRAMS WERE CONDUCTED BY THE
NATIONAL PTA, U.S. NEWS AND WORLD REPORT, AND MEDIA STUDIES CENTER/ROPER.
PARENTS DO NOT WANT THE TV INDUSTRY TO INTERPRET WHAT IS BEST FOR THIER
CHILDREN. PARENTS WANT TO MAKE THOSE CHOICES THEMSELVES BASED ON CONTENT
INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROGRAM. ANY RATING SYSTEM WITHOUT CONTENT DESCRIPTIONS
ON THE SCREEN AND PUBLICIZED IN PERIODICALS THAT CARRY TV SCHEDULING IS
USELESS.

THE FCC, BY LAW, IS REQUIRED TO DETERMINE WHETHER THE INDUSTRY'S RATING
SYSTEM HAS MET STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996.
WE DO NOT BELIEVE THIS SYSTEM DOES SO AND ASK THAT THE FCC NOT APPROVE THE
INDUSTRY RATING SYSTEM. INSTEAD, WE REQUEST THE FOLLOWING:

THAT UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES SHOULD THE FCC APPROVE THE INDUSTRY'S RATING
SYSTEM. FURTHER, THE FCC SHOULD ACCEPT NO RATING SYSTEM THAT DOES NOT
INCLUDE CONTENT INFORMATION ABOUT PROGRAMS SUCH AS V (FOR VIOLENCE), S
(FOR SEXUAL DEPICTION AND NUDITY) AND L (FOR LANGUAGE);

THAT THE FCC REQUIRE A V-CHIP BAND BROAD ENOUGH THAT WOULD ALLOW PARENTS
TO RECEIVE MORE THAN ONE RATING SYSTEM;

THAT THE RATING ICON ON THE TV SCREEN BE MADE LARGER, MORE PROMINENTLY
PLACED ON THE SCREEN, AND APPEAR MORE FREQUENTLY DURING THE COURSE OF A
PROGRAM;

THAT THE RATING BOARD BE INDEPENDENT OF THE INDUSTRY AND THE FCC AND THAT
IT INCLUDE PARENTS; AND

THAT ANY RATING SYSTEM APPROVED BY THE FCC BE EVALUATED BY INDEPENDENT
RESEARCH TO DETERMINE IF IT MEETS THE NEEDS OF PARENTS.

THANK YOU FOR THIS OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON AN ISSUE SO IMPORTANT TO
CHILDREN AND FAMILIES.

SINCERELY,

THE CALLAHAN PTA
NORWOOD, MA 02062



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
191 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

COCKEr ALE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Adams PTA to voice my opposition to the V-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol of the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the national PTA, u.s. News and World
Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions of the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carty TV scheduling in useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V(for
violence), S(for sexual depiction of nudity) and L(for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Jan Nyman
Logan, Utah



Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKErFILE
. COPYOFlIGINAL.

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the El kbart, TN (local, xElJm:Jcil~IllH-
~~ to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and VVorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the ihdustry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allO"\v parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

"-
~ .',

\ \)

'~j r~'J0"...L\



Your letter must be received by April 8. 1997

March 1997
1JOcKErFILE CO

. P'tOR/~. ulNA{

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

.,
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Elkhart, IN (local,D1~-
~~ to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominendy placed on the screen, an~
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

PflJ1f> fJ~(a; 'M4.L I jpCy.
t{)eJ.f -ltdt PI T: f}-.



March 1997 ---
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners~

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DockErFILE CO
PYORIGINAL

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Enoch Elementary PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient contents information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of the programs were conducted by the National PT~ U.S
News and World Report, and by the Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and in publicized periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I
request the following;

U That under n(J eiteumstihtt~ 5houl<l the FCC o.ppiOVc the indumylS tiibng sysicm.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction or nudity),
and L (for Language);
ill. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;
•• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program~

•• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
•• That any rating system by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank You for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cia Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-65. FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Collinsville Council to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV­
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is reqUired to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996: I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently dUring the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents;and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank YO~,~opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, ~

/ '1'.
/~



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: C8 Docket No. 17-H, FCC 17-34

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGfNAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Rocky Mountain Elementary PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
ParentI do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wt1ether the industrYs rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. In,tead,
I request the following:

.. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industrYs rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for·violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

.. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more promtnently pfaced on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by Independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

~-Afj



Apr il 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commisioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKErFILE
COpyORIGINAL

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Northridge Elementary
PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient con­
tent information so that parents can make decisions about what is appro­
priate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and the Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and pUblicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. We do not believe this system does 50 and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

'--That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

---That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

---That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
researh to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

~.;,~~

~-rn.-I tI~
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March 31. 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissioners
1919 M street N.W•• Room 222
Washington. DC 28554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55.
FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTR and the Bourbonnais PTR to uolce opposition to the
U-chlp rating system as presented by Jack Ualentl. Chair of the TO Rating Implementation
GrouP. on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on the TO screen does not proulde parents with
adequate Information as to the content of the teleulslon programming. Major surueys
conducted last fall by the National PTR. f(..I.N-J..,ftA.MI~and Media studies
Center/Roper Indicate parents want a rating system that glues them content Information.
Parents do not want the TO Industry to Interpret what Is best for their child. Parents want
to make that decision. R rating system that does not fully describe the content on the
screen and printed In publications that carry TO scheduling Is useless.

The FCC. by law. Is required to determine Whether the Industry's rating system has met the
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Ret of 1996. I do not belleue this system
does so and ask that the FCC does not approue the Industry rating system. Instead. we
request the following:

*That the FCC should accept no rating system that does not Include
content Information about programs such as U (for ulolence)
S(for seHual depiction Co nudity) and L (language);

*That the FCC require a U-cchlp band broad enough that would allow
parents to retelue MORE than ONE rating system;

* That the rating Icon onthe screen be made larger. more predomlnently
placed on the screen. and appear more frequently during the course
of the program;

* That the rating board be Independent of the Industry and the FCC;
that It Includes parents and that any rating system approued by the FCC
be eualuated by Independent research to determine If It meets the needs
of parents.

My family uery rarely watches teleulslon at night because of all the adult situations.
language, and ulolence which Is portrayed. Howeuer. there are families who use the tele­
ulslon as a "'babysitter II and It Is those children that need to be protected.

Thank you for taking the time to read this and the chance to comment on an Issue so ultal to
our children and their families.

Sincerely.

~~In.i;;~
'Ieannlne M. Guebert. President
Bourbonnais PTA. Bourbonnais. illinois 68914
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TARPON SPRINGS FUNDAMENTAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PTA

0rBnnan~Hurd: am RX: COlldUissOrtS

do ndeal Canrnurticat:keCamnslI1
1919 MStnrt N.W., Ibm 111
Waungtal, IX: ~554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOcKerFILE COpyORIGINAL

We are~ (lit behalfc1tlr NdDJal PTAam tlr Tarpoo RJndarrental EJemenI:ary &mol PTA to \oUr our~ to tlr
v.<HP rating sysIm1 Z peselltro by.JdVaJenti, 0IIir c1the 1V~Jm~m.~Jltmoo Group, ooJanuuy 17, 1Wl. The~
~ 00 the 1V screen 00es rot povkte st6ient cootmt irbmd:m &- parents to maIIr <i:ciWe about~ is appq»idt:
1V pqpillillh~&- tin dtim. Maj<r stJMYS rek2rd dEit ,on demxtDalt:~ JIIIrd~Le &- a i3Iing
~ that gM5 pumts Umnatb1 about the OOldl:nts c1pqpm \\ere auhmd by dr Nati:ol PL\ Us.~ am WakI
~ am~Stu:Ib~. P.IrenIs 00 rot want tbe 1Virdtmy to iutopet \War i5 in: &- tlrir dlikIren. P.mDs
want to makr time cIDm~ lJL'led 00 ronrent inbmatm about tlr ptpn. Arrj~~ widntt 00ldl:nt

desc 'qilbB 00 tbe screen mI p1btiord in pedeomthat any1V!dmuIing i5 meJess.

nr RX:, by law, i5 required to crlt:uuhr~ tlr irKJusbYs i3Iing~ 1m met stIllJtmy requirements c1 tbe
Tdeaxldlltlllbtbls /v;t c119lXl. We 00 not~ dE~ cbs so am.. that tbe RX: rot~ tlr irdtBry rating
~. Jnstcd,~ requesttbe~:

*That tnIer m dmaustOe5 shJukI tbe RX:~ the ioJusby's 13~~~, the RX: sIxJukI~m
rating~ that 00es rot mude cootmt inbmalm about pqprm stdJ. a\bvDeJn), S (& sexual depctm mI
~, miL blquage);

*That tbe i3Iing km 00 tbe 1Vscreen be made.' JIl(R paninenI1yJked(lit tlr~mI appear JIl(R frequendy
~ tbe <Xllmle c1a~n;

*1hat tbe rating 1:xmd be mependent c1the iOOusby am. dr R:C am. that it iIrlJde pumIS; am

*1hatany rating~~by tbe R:C be ewiuaIrd by ildepetdent ttSealdt to d1t:ttIJiar fit I1ft'IS tbe netU
c1pren1s.

1hInk.)UU &- dE oppxtunity to oommenl (lit an mr so ilnp0I13I11 to dikJren am. &miles.
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O1airman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

M1rch 26, 1997

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wells Centtal School PTSA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by llnv, is required to determine whether the industry's system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Furthec,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

, That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominendy placed on the
screen, and appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independeBt research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



r

March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

DOcKET FIl.E '.
r,~ A,.".L

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, 'FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Coles Elementary School PTA of Manassas, Vir­
ginia, Unit #029653, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA us. New and World Report, and Media Studies Cen­
ter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what i:; best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content informaLon about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedul­
ing is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory re­
quirement of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we reqm::st the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor­
mation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that is include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue to important to children and families.

Sincerely,



,

MA RCH 3 1, 1997

CHAIRMAN REED HUNDT AND FCC COMMISSIONERS
C/O FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M STREET N.W. ROOM 222
WASHINGTON, DC 20554

DEAR CHAIRMAN HUNDT AND COMMISSIONERS:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I AM WRITING AS A PARENT AND PRESIDENT OF MY LOCAL PTA

UNIT. I STRONGLY OPPOSE THE V-CHIP RATING SYSTEM THAT WAS

PRESENTED BY JACK VALENTI ON JANUARY 17, 1997. THAT RATING

SYSTEM DOES NOTHING TO ADDRESS CONTENT OF PROGRAMS. IT DOES

NOTHING TO HELP MY CHILDREN UNDERSTAND WHY I FEEL A PARTICU-

LAR PROGRAM IS NOT SUITABLE FOR THEIR VIEWING ACCORDING TO

THE STANDARDS WE SET IN OUR HOME.

I STRONGLY SUPPORT A RATING SYSTEM WHICH RATES BOTH THE

CONTENT AND LEVEL OF INTENSITY OF PROGRAMS.

I BELIEVE THE RATING BOARD SHOULD BE INDEPENDENT OF THE

INDUSTRY AND THE FCC AND THAT IT SHOULD INCLUDE PARENTS.

ANY RATING SYSTEMTHAT DOES NOT MEET THE NEEDS OF PARENTS

IS LESS THAN ADEQUATE.

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON AN ISSUE THAT

HITS HOME - MINE AND MILLIONS OF OTHERS.

SINCERELY,

(Jpt C~~••_>'t(~-c:k-~U
CYNTHIA V. FRICKLE
CHINO VALLEY, AZ.
DEL RIO SCHOOL PTA



DOcKETFILE COpy CRiGWAL

To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I oppose the V-chip rating system proposed by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. The rating symbol does not provide sufficient information for parents to make a
knowledgeable decision about the program they are about to watch, Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S, News and World Report, and
Media Studies CenterlRoper, Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system, Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V-violence, S-sexual depiction and nudity, and L-Ianguage;

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine

if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for letting myself and others make recommendations for a better tommorrow for our
families.

Sincerely,

111~ t::kw\~
Pm-~ .~ /lJ;IcJU


